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t.terch 25. 1997

CheirmfnReed HlIldt end FCC CornmIMIonett
clo Fed.Cornmunlcetlont CornmIeeIon
1919Mstreet N. W'I Room 222
wuhtngton, DC 20554

o.ChtJImtrt Hundt end Ctlt'l'llfttelon.,.:

RE:CSOocketNo. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Iem 'w11tIng on behel of theNetln PTAend Jlmettown ClyCouncll PTAto voice 018 oPPodion to the Y"Chip retlng
e.,.emII pre,ented byJeck Vientl, Chii' of the TV Retk'\g Implernentltlon Group, on Jerllary 17, 1997. The retlng
,,,,,,bot on the TV lereen doltnot pro'ttduJiflctent content 1nI0000000on '0 thea pnntt cen melee decielonl about \t/ht!
la appropt1tt, TV progrwnmlng forthelrchldren. MIIor IlIV8YI ret.'d this ttl 'WhIch demonatrel, overwhelming
ptlent preference forantitng system thet gives pnnts Informetlon about the content of progrerns we conducted by
the Nallonel PTA, U.S. Ne'w'8 and Wood Report, and tttede. StUdies CenlerlRoper. Parents do notwit the TV Industry
to Interpret 'tt'het It beet torthelrchIIdren. Pnntt 'wW1t to make thosechofc.s themselves buedon cantent
Infonnellon about the proglWfl. Any"g avatem 'ftthout content deacrlpllons on the acreen end publicized In
ptrlodJctl. that "MYTV tch.dulnQJ. wei....

The FCC, bVIt'l, It reqYlred to dIt""e'Whetherthe InduallY' retlng system hi' met atelutOlYrequlremem of the
TelecommW"llcttlona Aet or 1998. We do not beleve thlaayatem do..10 end uk that the FCC not approve the indU$lry
rating system. Imtead, \\Ie request the follO'l4ng:

·The1 underno.~...ho~d the FCC approve thelndUIbVlretlng ayetem. FUlther, the FCC .ho~d eccept
no I'Ilfng ayatem thtt doea not Include content Inforrnetfon about pro,""" such" V(ror \'401enceL S(torsexual
depicUon end nudity) end L(rorlenguaget

·That the FCC require eo V-ehlp bend broad enough that ~ould eI~pnnts to receive more then one rating system;

·Thtt the Ntlng Icon on the TV lCI'een be made _glr, more prominently pltced on the ICreln, end appw more
frequently dUl1ng the cOllie at aprogrem;

tThtl the r&tlng bowd bllndependent of the Indualryend the FCC end that RInclude perenta; end

tThIllnYfIlIng .vel.." Approved by the FCC be .~.ed bylndependent reaearch to detetmlne or Rmeete the
need. of pern•.

fhri you '«thi, oppottunitVto comment on en latue to impotttnt to children end temflfn.

o~Q. of CO.~::lies rec'd
list ABCOE ---
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ChaIrman Rood Hundt and FCC Commissioners
O!O Feder-a} Communications COmrn Isslon
1919 MStreet N, W" Room 222
WashIngton, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and CommissIoners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55. FCC 97-34

I am wr1tlng on behalf of the National PTA and Jamestown C1ty Councll PTA to voice our opposition to the v
ohlp rat1ng system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17; 1997, Hie f"iltmg symtu)} on the TV ser9l3F1 ItJeS not pr'ov11:!e suffio1ent content mformat1on so that
parents can make decIsions about what Is appropriate TV programmIng for theIr chlldren, Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for arating system that gives parents
InformatIon about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, u.s, NewsbfldWorldR&pOr(.
and Med1a StUdies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what Is best for their
chl1dren, Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content Information about the program.
Any rating systern w1thout content descrIptions on the screen and publIcIzed In oerlodlcals that carry TV
schedulIng Is useless.

The FCC, by law, 1s required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunlcat10ns Act of 1996. We do not believe thIs system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the Industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further. the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content InformatIon about orograms such as V(for violence),
S(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for language);

*That the FCC require aV-chip band brood enough that would allow pl:lrents to receive more than one ratlng
~N~3tem ;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made lar-gar-, rnot~a pr'orninently placed on the screen. and appear
more frequently during the course of aprogram;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that 1t Include parents; and

*That any ratIng system Approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine of It meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunIty to comment on an issue so important to chlldren and families.

~lncerely,.

~
L//

. aV<JI,;~ /.A.uyzz
~1at'sha horpe
,.Jamestown I NY 14701

,',
.~ "......

No. of CopIes rec'd C
List ABCDE --__------



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
do Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34

I am I We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Jarman Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice my lour opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, On January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not warn the lV indUstry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the indUstry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nUdity),
and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

" That any rating system approved by ih~ FCC i.Jt: t::valuat~ 0)' independent research io
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~.~~.~..~~
Tulsa, Oklahoma

6(,1.,:. of Copies rec'de..-- _
U&tABCDE



M.ll"cli 10, I'yn

('lldi nll;lI)I~('('(llhmdl and pee COH':lissioners

c/ 0 I:('ch.~ ra I Corrrnun i ca t ions Conf', I ss ion

1(,19 M Stn'ct N.W., Room 222

W"shing ton, DC 20554

" c\" ellai rfilan Hundt and COlllI1i ssioners:

W:: CS Docke t -No. 97- 55, FCC 97 '54

FCC MA.lL ROO~/i

MAR 5 1 1997

RE(::E;\IED

I.m WI' i lillg OIl behalf of the Na;; onal PTA and the West \irginia PTA to voice my

o\vosi t ion to the v-chip rating S ,"stem as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the

TV Rating Implementation Group,)n January 17, 1997. ~he rating symbol on the

TV screen does not prov ide suff icient content informa' ion so that parents can

m;'«: decisions about what is appropriate TV progranm.'ng for their children.

M" j or surveys re leased this fall which demonstra le oven:helming parent preference

~N',~ rating system that gives prtrents information about the content of programs

,':I"C conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and Wor ldf'~eport, and Media Studies

C(! I ler/Roper. Parents do not wallt the TV industry to in terpret what is best for

tli,·j r "Iii Idrt'll. flarents want t(, make those choices the',nselves based on content

iJI:orlll<llioll about the program. i\ny rating systernwithuut content descriptions

Ill. ,Ill' ';'')'1'('/) and publ icized in I' ,/"jodicals Ihal carry TV schcdul ing is useless.

Til" FCC, by law, is requi red to ,;,::terrnine whether the industry's rating system

ha:~ mel statutory requirements of the Telecorrrnunicatic·\s Act of 1996. I do not

be 11 eve thi s system does so and ;,,,k that the FCC not approve the industry rating

~ys tern. Instead, 1 request the j'ollowing:

~ Tha l under no ci rcurnstanCt~~ should the FCC appro\":' the industry's rating

:.;ys (em. F,'urther, the FCC ~.ould accept no rating system that does not

i) HI IHk' cOllle) l t j nforma tin: I abou t programs such as V(for v101 ence) , S (for

f·~O. of Gcpies rec'd 0
list ABGDE ----



• nidi I Ill' ("C(' require' a V c!lip b,Uld Llroad ellough lI',lL would allow parc[\l,~;

to r,("'('(,j VI' mor(~ than one r"t inl~ ~·~y.',t('m;

l( That the rating icon on th9 TV screen be made la:"ger, more prominently

placed on the screen, and,c.ppear more frequently during the course of a

program;

l( lha t. t.he I'a Ling board be i ndependcn Lof the indus i ry and the FCC and that

it inc 1ude parents; and

• ThaI ,my l',ll ing sys tern approved by the FCC be ev;.:..lualed by independent

rese,H'ch to determine if I f meets t.he needs of parents.

Tln'lk you for thi s opportunity to corrrnent on an issue EJ important to chi ldren

(ll;d farnit i es.

f"e' ...·f'... • 0'':'' ~ l"Opl{j}S rec'd
Ust ABGDtf ,.----------_

'f'
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Warren Twp. PTA
Warren Central High School
9301 E. 18th Street
Indpls., In. 46229
March 19, 1997.

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

.. "t"f0~~#CC MAIL ROOM
.. ~!:-' \.\\~\J,J MAR 3 1 1997

Comml ss loner s :~\J"

RECE;VED

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and

r am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Warren Township PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parf'nts can makp r1prisiow, about what is apnropriatp TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent prefprf'nce for a rating system that ~ives

parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for thr'cir
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and pub] icized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC. by law, is required to determine whether the industry's ratin~

system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

-- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the indllstry's rating
system. Further. the FCC should a<:cept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (fol' language):

--That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system:

"--That the rating' icon on the TV sCI'pen he made larger, more prominently
placed on the SCI'een, and appear more freqllently during the course of a
program;

--That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

--That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank ,V01l for this opportunity to comment on anisslle so important to
children and families.

oSin"ereIY'~~ !'~o. of Copies rec'd
list ABCOE ----
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.PTA •
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March 23, 1997

8EtfroN MIDDl.E SC...OOl p·rA
15109 OLIVE BRANCH Dft. LA MIRADA. CA 90638

(310) 943-1553 !;Lf'"(''' ,1"> , •
" ~.,,/.j ff !fi·'I } qj ni"""""

.I,,,, rh.1l pI"

''') ',-' .'
, .J 1 f997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners ..,,,.,t\\
clo Federal Communications Commission.,. I'i\~~
1919 ~ Street N.W., Room222, ". rr{)r' vt~
Washington, DC. 20554 ~....~\J:,,\i

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: r:s;:J
RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are witing on behalf of the National PTA and the Benton Middle School PTA, v-.Alich is 1,000
members strong, to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about v-.Alat is appropriate TV programming for their childlren. Major surveys released
this fall v-.Alich demonstrate overv-.Alelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs 'Nere conducted by the National PTA, U.S.
News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not 'Nant the TV industry
to interpret v-.Alat is best for their children. Parents 'Nant to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions
on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine v-.Alether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, 'Ne request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such a V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that Vl,()uld allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

o
Benton PTA
La Mirada, California

No. of Copies rec'd
Unt A8CDE '-----
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March 25, 1997

~,..,.~
,~ ~ ''';

ill

Mr. Reed Hundt & the FCC Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt & FCC Commission:

I am writing. to let you know that I oppose, not only as a member of
PTA, but also personally, the proposed age-based television rating
system. I want to see content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals to be able to make wise choices as to what
my children and grand-children view on television in my home. I
would like to know if a movie or program has occasional, frequent or
wide-spread sex. violence or explicit language.

I appreciate your consideration in this matter and hope my opinion
has influence in your decision.

Sincerely

~.~

Alice Klein

No. of Copies rec'd ()
UstA8CDE



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, 4CC 97-34

March 27, 1997

J.~

.-.,

,J ; f99/

'''•.0.:-'.

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Los Naranjos school to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that partents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a
rating system that gives parents information about the content of the program or ADVERTISMENT
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless. Commercials should also be included in on this rating system.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:
*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as
V for violence, S for sexual depiction and nudity and L for language;
*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;
*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program or commercial;
*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

-:/ 'Acr2
~e~
Irvine, California

No. of Copies reC'dD
L~tABCDE -------



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl }

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Rockville Centre PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children.
Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's
rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that
does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-Chip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of
a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and
that it include parents, and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

o
f\lu. o~ Copies n::<'d _
UstA8CDE



March 24, 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKF"7" ~:f! r('tin, ORIGINAL
"-"0 ..f\"r i

I am writing you on behalf of the National PTA and the Harmony Elementary PTA which is part of US
District #229. I oppose the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents may make their own decisions about which shows are
appropriate for their children to watch. Parents certainly do not want the TV industry to interpret what is
best for our children. We want to make those choices ourselves based on content information about the
programs. As far as I'm concerned rating systems without content descriptions are useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask tht the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Please consider the following:

Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as
V(violence), S(sexual depiction and nudity) and L(language).

FCC should require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system

The rating icon on the TV screen should be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program

The rating board should be independent of the industry and the FCC and it should include parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec·d.__O_·__
ListABCDE



March 1997

Chainnan Reed HlUldt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:,

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

: "" ..... r"! .. """pv ('oRIGINALI '.' -/., ~. l' ; ,";'./~· .._..•.... 0U 'v

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Franklin Twp PTA ofWarren County, NJ to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this full which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

* That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit meets the
needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

No, of Copies rec'd 0
list ABODE '----



March 1997 ~JC~El FilE COpy O~\G'N~

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Farr West PTA to voice our opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV program
ming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statu
tory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system:

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program:

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and it meets the needs of parents.

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to de
termine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

-':/!!;:7;;tt1i
t./L~Egbert, pl2;'e,;dent

, Farr West, Utah
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We (1150 PTA members) are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the McCants Middle School PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996.1 (we) do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:
• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no

rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen he made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC he evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Margaret C. Oliver, President
McCants Middle School PTA
Anderson, South Carolina 29621



SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FCC

¥OiJfletter must be. received by AprilS, "1997·

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
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Dear Chairman H~dt and Commissioners:
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I am (weare) writing od behalf of the Nati~nal PTA and the£JiJ<~Pip (local. council. dis
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. on January 17, 1997.The rating symb~i on
the TV screen does not provide.sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about· what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and m,rld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

. TV scheduling is useless.

of'~k~, pf Copies rac'd
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The FCC, by law, is r~quired to c1eterrpine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circlJmstances should the FCC approve the industry·s rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

" '.

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
" one rating system; " '.'

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger. more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rdting system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determin;'if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so' important to children and families.

::::. ~~~ ::~~ .:
Tqw'n, State C I JJC ( IJ}JA j-7', .·'?'tt!V
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March 25, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Park Village Elementary School PTA
to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not what the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the
screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nUdity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

79~O PARk VillAGE ROAd • SAN DiHiO, CA 92129
PHONE: (619) 484... 5621 • FAX (619) 484... 51 '8
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• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently dUring the course of a
program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely,

fI JIf0. ~--
~~~ewl President
Park Village Elementary PTA

79 '50 PARk VillAqE ROAd • SAN DiHiO, CA 92129
PHONE: (619) 484,5621 • FAX (619) 484,51 '58



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55,

Dear Chairman Hundt and
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FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ocean Avenue
School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implemen
tation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for my children. I want to make those
choices based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and pub
licized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommu
nications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S
(for sexual depiction and nUdity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

Sincerely, .

91?!CI M.ldiA.-

,~/YZW/rrlOviltflc~.
Middletown, NJ

---_._--------
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/O Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 .; 'J' ,\,O.C,"1;.:.-... , .J "
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Dear Chairman Hundt and

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ocean Avenue
School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implemen
tation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sUfficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for my children. I want to make those
choices based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and pub
licized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommu
nications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S
(for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

Middletown, NJ
'-_.
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Hundt and Commissioners:Dear Chairman

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Ocean Avenue
School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system
as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implemen
tation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I do not want the TV industry
to interpret what is best for my children. I want to make those
choices based on content information about the program. Any
rating system without content descriptions on the screen and pub
licized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's
rating system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommu
nications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the fOllowing:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S
(for sexual depiction and nUdity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important
to children and families.

Middletown, NJ -_.----_.-_..__..-
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission lG\~

1919 M Street NW, Room 222 DOC~tl flLt \AR~ O~ .
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Spring Forest Middle School PTA to voice
my opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, US. News and World
Report. and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make these choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families

Sincerely,

---_.._-._----
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March 25,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
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We are writing on behalf ofthe National PTA and the Pacific Middle School PTSA to voice our
opposition to the V-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs
were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications act of 1966. We do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

=> That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

=> That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

=> That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
=> That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if

it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to our children and families.

Sincerely,

o

~e~'
Secretary
Pacific Middle School PTSA
Des Moines, Washington
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